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THE UNITED NATIONS: 
DESTROYING AMERICA BY DEGREES 


Few Americans know that in a matter of weeks after our U. S. financed abortive invasion 
attempt to oust the Red Dictator Castro from his Cuban stronghold we actually paid him the equiv- 
alent of about $463,000 for economic development. In addition, the muddle-headed Tractors-for-pris- 
oners committee, is encouraged to add another $28 million American dollars to the Dictator’s economy 
in the tractor deal. Thus, after spending $45 millions of your dollars and mine, in an invasion attempt 
that apparently was not intended to succeed, we are asked to cough up another $28,463,000.00 to put 
Castro back on his feet so that he will be in a better position to assist the final Sovietization of our 
nation. Such back-handed economics could only happen in the befuddled, clouded and confused brains 
of our ultra-liberal politicians. 


Were it necessary for the appropriation of $463,000.00 to pass the vote of Congress, it would 
have received strong opposition from Senators of both parties and would have raised a vicious outcry 
from citizens across the land. But the insane investment is a legacy of our United Nations participa- 
tion and we are helpless to stop it as long as we remain a member. In reality, the entire U.N. grant 
to Cuba amounted to $1,157,600 and was in response to Castro’s request for aid in financing experts 
and consultants, for equipment and fellowships. Since the United States pays about 40% of the ex- 
penses of the U.N., we therefore contributed about $463,000 of the total. 


It was Senator Pat McCarran who said, “Until my dying day, I will regret signing the United 
Nations charter.” Clear-thinking Americans have seen that the signing of the U.N. Charter has unre- 
lentingly brought that day of death within tragic view not only for our nation but for us as individ- 
uals through the wide-spread extension of the Communist conspiracy. 


THE U.N. MASTERMINDED BY TRAITORS 

The United Nations, which severely threatens the sovereignty of our nation, was conceived in 
subterfuge and was clearly the result of careful Kremlin planning. The “collective security” idea of 
the United Nations was promoted in the Communist Daily Worker, Dec. 22, 1937, where they said, 





“put pressure on Congress for immediate collective se- 
curity policy.” The Jan. 6, 1936 Daily Worker said, 
“The real issue is collective security before it is too 
late.” 


Having manipulated their man, Alger Hiss, into 
position, the United Nations plan was drafted at the 
Dumbarton Oaks conference in 1944. Hiss was the 
Executive Secretary of this hush-hush affair at which 
the press and the public were excluded. He was also 
the top man in the State Department on U.N. planning. 


Hiss was also the most influential man at the 1945 
Yalta conference. During the fight over the Kremlin’s 
demand for 16 votes in the U.N. to our one, Roosevelt, 
Hiss, Stalin and Charles Bolen were left alone in a 
conference room to thresh out the problem. When 
Roosevelt came out of the room, accompanied by Alger 
Hiss, he told his advisors that an agreement had been 
reached which would give the Soviets three votes to our 
one in the General Assembly of the U.N. Over the 
protests of the American delegation, President Roose- 
velt said, “I know I shouldn’t have done it. But I was 
so tired when they got hold of me.” Who are they? 
The only other persons in the room were Stalin, Hiss, 
and Bohlen. 


But the line of Communist influence does not end 
there. Harry Dexter White represented the Treasury 
Department at San Francisco and served as chairman of 
the commission which established the International 
Monetary Fund, a U.N. agency. Later he became U.S. 
Executive Secretary of the fund in spite of F.B.I. warn- 
ings to the White House that he was a Soviet agent. 


The major speech at the San Francisco meetings 
by Secretary Stettinius was written in a large part by 
Dalton Trumbo, one of the “Hollywood Ten” later in- 
dicted for refusing to answer questions regarding his 
connections with the Communist conspiracy. 


Many well informed persons have reason to believe 
that the United Nations Charter was written by Alger 
Hiss and Molotov. In essence, it is taken almost en- 
tirely from the phoney constitution of the Soviet Union. 


U.N. IS BOOSTED BY COMMUNISTS 


Communist publications are not news reporting 
agencies as such. They print only the news which is 
helpful to the International Kremlin Conspiracy. And 
they write that news in a distorted, ultra-biased vein. 
That the United Nations was viewed by the Com- 
munists as one of the major tools toward ultimate world 
domination is attested to by the strength with which 
they backed the U.N. move within the U.S. Their April 
1945 issue of Political Affairs told the Party: 


“Great popular support and enthusiasm for the 
United Nations policies should be built up, well or- 
ganized and fully articulate. But it is also necessary 
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to do more than that. The opposition must be rendered 
so impotent that it will be unable to gather any sig. 
nificant support in the Senate against the U.N. Charter 
and the treaties which will follow. .. .” 


SUBVERSIVES IN U.N. POSTS 


Communist influence was strong in the conception 
of the United Nations and was carried over into the 


maintenance of it. The New York Grand Jury and the” | 


Senate Security Subcommittee investigations during 


1952 and 1953 provided conclusive proof that Alger 


Hiss was highly successful in getting Kremlin sympa- 
thizers on the U.S. payroll in the U.N. Chesley Manly, 
in his book, “The Twenty Year Revolution,” said: 


“. . . Hiss clandestinely recommended job 
seekers to his friends who already held influ- 
ential positions in the U.N. Secretariat. Accord- 
ing to the report of the Judiciary Sub-committee, 
Hiss secretly recommended five hundred per- 
sons for U.N. employment. Many of them were 
employed, and some of them later became “pub- 
lic issues,” the subcommittee reported. The 
“Public issues” referred to had refused, on the 
ground of self incrimination, to tell the Senate 
Internal Security Sub-committee whether they 
were or had been Communists, or were engag- 
ing or had engaged in espionage or subversive 
activities against the United States.” 


In the conclusions of their report on Activities of 
U.S. Citizens Employed by the U.N., the Senate In- 
ternal Security Subcommittee, composed of 5 Republi- 
cans and 4 Democrats, unanimously declared, “Ameri- 
can Communists who had been officials of the United 
States Government penetrated the Secretariat of the 
United Nations after the United States Government had 
been apprized of security information regarding theif 
conspiratorial activities.” 


Undoubtedly, some of the original 500 employees 
recommended by the traitorous Alger Hiss, and em- 
ployed by the U.S. in the United Nations, are still there 
performing in the best interests of the Soviet Union. 


A MAJOR PROPAGANDA PLATFORM 


Since its inception, the United Nations has been 
a major propaganda forum for the Kremlin conspiracy 
and a nesting place for its spies and saboteurs. Hilary 
Gray, writing in the July 1959 American Mercury, 
termed the United Nations “an International forum for 
anti-American and Communist propaganda. It was 
the USSR that insisted upon the United Nations being” 
placed on U.S. soil. The Soviet Union did this so that 
it could use the U.N. as a vast base of espionage om 
the American continent and operate under the covet 
of diplomatic immunity.” 


The Committee on the Judiciary, in their report 
Expose of Soviet Espionage, May 1960, said concert 


(See “UNITED NATIONS” on Page 7) « 
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An impartial analysis of political, economic and military events in the critical areas of the 
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public. Editor: Major _ General c. A. Willoughby, U.S.A. Ret. Writer. Publisher. Lecturer. 


Mil. Attache Am. E 
of Intelligence 1939-1951. Washington ‘snersinaneion Christian Crusade. 





Ecuador 1921-1929. MacArthur's Chief 


1 COMMUNIST POLAND 
AND WEST GERMANY 


GOMULKA: RECENT TRENDS IN RED POLAND 


Ever since the Posen uprising and Gomulka’s vic- 
tory over his political opponents, Russophile observers 
in the West attempt to portray Poland as the most 
“liberal of all Communist dominated countries.” They 
claim that the Poles enjoy more freedom than people 
in the other satellites, that Poland’s Communist Party 
under Gomulka had a “national concept” and that 
Gomulka was striving for real independence. True, the 
development in Poland has been different from that in 
Czechoslovakia, Bulgaria and the other East European 
satellites, but the latest measures by the regime indicate 
that Gomulka is back on the road to “orthodox Com- 
munism” and that all speculations about a split between 
him and Moscow are illusory; the symptoms are: 


1. Growing pressure by the Gomulka re- 
gime on the Catholic Church. 


2. The Communist party leadership has 
hailed the Moscow declaration as “absolutely 
correct and in full accordance with Poland’s 
views.” 


3. Collectivization of agriculture has been 
stepped up. 


4. Recurrent arrests and trials show clearly 
that the Communists do not enjoy “popular 
support.” 


GERMAN-POLISH RELATIONS: 
MR. BEITZ RECONNOITERS 


A leading West German industrialist, Mr. Berthold 
Beitz — general manager of the Krupp works — re- 
cently visited Warsaw. He had talks with Prime Min- 
ister Cyrankiewicz and other Polish Communist lead- 
ers. The subject of the talks: German-Polish relations. 
After his return, Mr. Beitz reported to Chancellor Dr. 
Adenauer and the German Foreign Office about his 
negotiations. Even though little has been said officially, 
the Polish government — though eager to trade with 
West Germany — is more than hesitant with regard 
to establishing diplomatic relations. Before leaving for 
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his holiday resort in Italy, Chancellor Dr. Adenauer 
ventilated the idea of offering Poland a non-aggression- 
pact. Poland’s Foreign Minister Adam Rapacki, indi- 
cated during his Vienna visit that such a pact would 
have to be extended to the Soviet zone of Germany and 
Czechoslovakia. This is an index of the degree of de- 
pendence of Poland on Russian foreign policy, ie., we 
are dealing here with a Red satellite. It might be dif- 
ficult for Americans to understand the German point 
of view. The first obstacle on the way to establishing 
diplomatic relations is, of course, the fact that Poland 
recognizes the Soviet zone of Germany as a “sovereign 
state.” The West German government adheres to the 
principle that no diplomatic relations will be estab- 
lished with a country recognizing “Pankow” (Red East 
Germany ): 


1. The Soviet zone is a part of Germany still 
occupied by a foreign power. 


2. The diplomatic recognition of the regime 
in the Soviet zone is an unfriendly act directed 
against the whole German people. 


3. The government of the German Federal 
Republic is the only legal German government 
and alone represents the German people in the 
whole of Germany. 


“Pankow” re- 


Although Moscow recognizes the 
gime, an exception had to be made with the Soviet 
Union for obvious reasons. Soviet Russia is one of the 
signatories of the Potsdam agreement and one of the 
powers controlling Berlin. 


POLAND AND THE ODER-NEISSE LINE 


Polish Party and Government leaders have made 
it absolutely clear that Germany would have to recog- 
nize the Oder-Neisse Line as Germany’s final Eastern 
border. At Potsdam the “Big Three” put the German 
territory East of the Oder-Neisse Line under Polish ad- 
ministration, though the “Atlantic Charter stated that 
no territorial annexations” should be permitted in the 
future. The Potsdam decision was formulated, as 
follows: 
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“The three Heads of Government reaffirm 
that the final delimitation of the Western fron- 
tier of Poland should await the peace settle- 
ment.” This is the legal position, primarily of 
interest to the German people but, in relation 
to the law of nations, an obligation of the sig- 
natory powers: the United States, Great Bri- 
tain, and the Soviet Union. 

In July 1960, the Polish Government made an ef- 
fort to obtain from the United States, Britain and other 
NATO partners an acknowledgment of the Oder-Neisse 
Line as the final Western frontier of Poland. In Lon- 
don, this request was delivered at the Foreign Office 
by the Polish Ambassador, Witold Rodzindki, on July 
20. 


The Note warned of “the dangers of the revanchist 
aspirations of the German Federal Republic.” It main- 
tained that the arming of West German troops, “espe- 
cially with up-to-date nuclear and missile weapons,” 
and the reluctance of most NATO members to recog- 
nize the Oder-Neisse Line as an “undeniable fact,” asa 
“help to the revanchist forces in West Germany, and an 
encouragement to them to ever more aggressive steps, 
which could lead to a conflict in Europe.” 





EAST GERMANY RUSSIAN OCCUPATION 


ODER-NEISSE LINE 
| POLISH OCCUPATION 




















THE LEGACY OF POTSDAM, TEHERAN AND YALTA 


The map above depicts clearly the tragic and unnatural division of 
Germany, a surgical operation performed at Potsdam (1945), where 
the casual signatures by Churchill, Truman and Stalin condemned 
millions to slavery behind the iron curtain and the slow strangulation 
of every civilized Western concept by Cossack and Mongol occupation 
troops. It is in the Polish and Soviet “zones” where the most brutal 
oppression of Clergy and Farmers is going on. These “zones” also 
represent the military assembly areas of 30/60 Russian and Satellite 
Divisions poised to attack Berlin and pour across the West-German 
border — when the time comes. Some efforts have been made by the 
British (1955) to create a “demilitarized buffer zone” (Eden Plan) 
in the vague hope of releasing tensions and minimizing military 
threats. Diplomacy remained silent, however, on releasing social, cul- 
tural and religious threats exercised by a puppet Red government in 
East Germany, sustained and kept in power by Russian occupation 
troops. 

A similar condition prevails in Red Czechoslovakia with the added 
historical fact of a barbarous mass-expulsion of appr. 3,000,000 Su- 
deten Germans, an integral part of Austrian Bohemia under the Haps- 
burg Dynasty. This genocidal act is one of the worst political crimes 
in post-war Mid-Europe (1948). In the meantime, Czechoslovakia 
(more rabidly Stalinist than Stalin himself) has become the arsenal 
for the Reds throughout the World: Bren-guns are the identifying 
symbol of Red Militia from Havana to Laos, from Cairo to the Congo. 
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THE FACTS ABOUT OCCUPIED EAST-GERMANY 


Pending the signature of a peace treaty, the terri- 
tories of the former German Reich as it existed on 
December 31, 1937, lying to the East of a line defined 
by the rivers Oder and Lausitz-Neisse, were placed under 
Polish administration and the Northern portion of East 
Prussia under Soviet administration. The territories 
concerned are the former Prussian provinces of East 
Prussia with its capital city Konigsberg, Silesia with its 
capital city Breslau, of the Grenzmark of Posen-West 
Prussia and the Eastern parts of the provinces of Pome- 
rania with Stettin and Brandenburg. The Free City of 
Danzig with its almost exclusively German population, 
suffered the same fate. 


The German population of the Eastern territories, 
numbering more than 10 million, were driven out and 
compelled to leave their belongings behind. Only about 
1 million of the inhabitants remained. To these were 
added new Polish and Ukrainian settlers and in the 
North of East Prussia immigrants from Western and 
Central Russia, partly of Asiatic origin. The German 
population figures at the outbreak of war were as 
follows: 

Northern part of East Prussia _____ 1,291,476 


Southern part of East Prussia ____._ 1,330,680 
Pomerania and East Brandenburg _ 2,540,064 


eo sa-na----- 4567,572 
East Zittau 25,069 
Danzig ____.... 404,000 

Aggregate 10,158,861 


In a casual conversation in the home of your editor 
(whom he visited briefly) Staatsminister Walter Stain, 
of Bavaria, a prominent politician and Secretary of State 
for Labor and Social Welfare, had this to say on the 
expellees from behind the “tron curtain”: 

“This is significant, since it cannot be 
claimed that the mass expulsions were a result 
of the Potsdam Conference. At Potsdam, an al- 
ready existing situation was merely given sub- 
sequent approval. The Polish authorities, in 
particular, were eager to create a ‘fait accompli’ 
before the international conference assembled. 
They drove out millions of Germans from East 
Prussia, Pomerania, Brandenburg and Silesia, 
occupied these areas and went about their plans 
of a gigantic ‘resettlement.’ 


‘, . . By the time the Potsdam Agreement was 
signed, more than four million people had already been 
expelled. Futhermore, the expulsion was not stopped 
even temporarily, even though this had been requested 
by the “Big Three.” 


“However, President de Gaulle’s recent statement 
(1959) on Germany’s frontiers has shown that there 
is no unanimity on this question in the Free World. 
Very often people get tangled up in the network of 
Communist propaganda. On the other hand it is ex- 
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tremely difficult for the foreign observer to find his 
way through the labyrinth of historical, geographical 
and political data... 


“, .. On 8 February 1956 a statement was 
made in the U.S. House of Representatives by 
Representative B. Carroll Reece, of Tennessee, 
on Yalta and Potsdam, in which the expulsion 
of the German population was described as a 
violation of human rights, of international law, 
and of solemn covenants. 


“Mr. Reece demanded that the governments of the 
United States of America, Great Britain and France 
‘should not leave the shadow of a doubt that East Prus- 
sia and the other German provinces East of the rivers 
Oder and Neisse are, according to international law, 
a part of Germany within the boundaries of December 
31, 1937. The Government of the United States should 
seize upon a proper moment to restate the legal posi- 
tion in no uncertain terms.’ ” 


SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT 
OF THE EXPULSIONS 


The Communist run Polish State endeavors to justi- 
fy its demands for the German provinces and its in- 
human expulsion of the German population by citing 
the prehistoric settlement of these areas by Slavonic 
tribes, although in most cases these were not Poles. 
Where East Prussia is concerned, Slavonic settlement is 
only claimed for a later period. However, centuries 
before the Slavonic presence, Teutons had lived there 
and the East German provinces had been cultivated 
from the 12th century onwards by Germans who 
brought with them economic and cultural progress and 
were almost the only settlers in a wilderness. These 
territories have been German for centuries. 


In view of its predominantly agrarian structure, 
Eastern Germany’s density of population remained be- 
low the all-German average. Before the war, the popu- 
lation of the Eastern territories was only 14 per cent 
but it produced 23 per cent of the meat, 26 per cent 
of the lard and bacon and 21 per cent of the butter 
in Germany. The surplus of meat alone amounted to 
25,000 tons. The Eastern areas were the main surplus 
territory for grain; still more important were their pro- 
duction of potatoes and sugar-beets and their cattle 
breeding. Since the expulsions and the de facto annexa- 
tion of German territory in 1945, Germany has not 
only lost her exports from the Eastern territories, but 
their former inhabitants, in the German Federal Re- 
public, have to rely on West German agriculture and 
imports. 


The disastrous impact of this forcible mutilation is 
gtaphically evident in two maps, showing the relative 
geographical losses if that same mutilation were ap- 
plied to the United States and/or Great Britain. 
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If Germany loses her Eastern Territories. . 












situation. 














MAP 1: PROPORTIONAL LOSS OF U. S. TERRITORIES 


The occupied East-German territories are larger than the Nether- 
lands, Belgium, Luxembourg and Switzerland combined, with a total 
area of 41,883 square miles. These provinces, now held by Poland 
and Russia, represent 25 per cent of the total area of prewar Germany. 
In a similar situation, the United States would have to face the loss of 
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, Mis- 
souri, North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska and Kansas. 
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MAP 2: PROPORTIONAL LOSS OF BRITISH TERRITORIES 


If Great Britain were to suffer the same predicament, it would 
lose: Cornwall, Devonshire, Somerset, Dorset, Gloucestershire, Hamp- 
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shire, Wiltshire, Worcestershire, Shropshire, Oxfordshire, Anglesey, 
Brecknockshire, Caernarvonshire, Cardiganshire, Carmarthenshire, Ben- 
bigshire, Flintshire, Glanorganshire, Merionteshire, Monmouthshire, 
Pembrokeshire and Radnorshire. 


There is no doubt that Khrushchev will drive for the retention of 
these areas, the war loot acquired by the Stalin-Hitler deal of 1939 and 
the loot acquired at Potsdam in 1945. 


COMMUNIST PROPAGANDA EFFORTS: 
THE CASE OF MISS WISKEMANN 


The Polish Communist leaders are of course aware 
of these facts. They also know that their claim to hold 
on to the German provinces can hardly be supported 
by plausible arguments. Therefore, an all-out drive has 
been started to improve these areas by all available 
means. “Slowo Powszechne,” another Warsaw regime 


paper, wrote on February 18, 1959: 


“We must admit that our strategy with re- 
gard to our Western boundaries is not very good 
. . » The quicker we understand that in the 
West only facts count, facts which can be ex- 
plained in terms of money, the sooner will we 
achieve complete propaganda success in the best 
meaning of the word, really effective against the 
the campaign of revisionists. We must, for in- 
stance, counteract revisionist statements about 
the poor economy in the recovered territories 
with figures showing industrial production . . .” 


In their drive to win sympathy for their “cause,” 
the Communists can count on outside help. As far as 
the Oder-Neisse question is concerned, anti-German 
feelings and ignorance are the staunch allies of Com- 
munism in the Free World. In her book “Germany’s 
Eastern Neighbors” Miss Elizabeth Wiskemann wrote: 
“Two practical questions arise: first, what, if any, fron- 
tier adjustments should be made? Second, what form of 
international cooperation could be devised to smooth 
over antagonism and solve social questions. On the first 
question, the least justified post-war annexation of ter- 
ritory was that of the district of Konigsberg by the 
U.S.S.R., but geography and policy make it the most 
difficult to undo. Many people would advocate a ces- 
sion of territory by the Poles to the Germans in Pome- 
rania so that the frontier ran near Koslin or Kolberg, 
as General Sikorski originally planned. (The argumen- 
tation of a fanatic propagandist. We covered Wiske- 
mann’s false premises in issue No. 31, May 26/61, in 
quoting an excellent source: “The Expellee Press Serv- 
ice,” the organ of the brilliantly conducted “Gottinger 
Arbeits Kreis.” Editor: Freiherr von Braun. The Week- 
ly Crusader title was “No Prewar Polish Claims for 
Breslau or Stettin.”) But it is difficult to imagine that 
the Poles would ever agree to abandon Stettin and the 
mouth of the Oder; in refusing to do so they would, 
moreover, be supported by the Czechs . . . With re- 
gard to the principle of ceding territory to the Germans, 
it should perhaps be recalled that territorial gains in 
the past have seemed to fortify the worst elements in 
that nation, while weakening those groups with a genu- 
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ine feeling of human responsibility. Further, if one 
considers the recent record of the German minorities in 
Eastern Europe, it is difficult to wish them back there,” 
But it will be noted, that even Miss Wiskemann, a 
staunch defender of the mass expulsions, has to admit 
that at least some annexations after World War II 
were not quite “justified.” 


Miss Wiskemann is British, though the name 
is Germanic. Obviously, she hates the Germans. 
She could not have done a better smear-job if 
she had been commissioned by the Kremlin! 


Editorial Note: This situation, simmering in a witch's cauldron of 
Russian ingredients, may come to the fore at any time. It is as explo- 
sive as Berlin. Your editor has covered it on several occasions; in the 
American Mercury (Sept. 1959), the Christian Crusade (Oct. 1959) 
and in the Houston Chronicle (Jan. 1959). We used varied sources, 
Secretary of State W. Stain, of Bavaria developed the thesis ably in 
“Germany's Eastern Territories” (April 1959). Like a Wagnerian 
“Leitmotif,” the subject is covered again in the “German News” 
(March 1961), published monthly by a non-partisan group of Ger- 
man Parliamentarians. This paper is important in view of its official 
channels. It is ably edited by Mr. Almar Reitzner. Its “Advisory 
Board” contains distinguished political names, viz: Dr. Walter Bech- 
er, M.d.L.1; Mr. Volkmar Gabert, M.d.L.; Dr. Herman Gotz, M.d.B.?; 
Mr. Richard Hackenber, M.d.L.; H. E. Gustav Hacker, M.d.L.3; Mr. 
Ernst Kuntscher, M.d.B.; Dr. Heinz Lange, M.d.L.; Mr. Ernst Paul, 
M.d.B.; Mr. Richard Reitzner, M.d.B.; Mr. Hans Schutz, M.d.B.; H. E 
Dr. Ing. Hans Christoph Seebohm#; Mr. Frank Seiboth, M.d.L.; H. E 
Walter Stain, M.d.L.3; and Mr. Sting] Josef, M.d.B. 

1 Member of the Landtags 
2 Member of the Bundestags 
* States Minister 

+ Federal Minister 





NOW AVAILABLE TO 
GENERAL PUBLIC 


“SONGS AND SAYINGS 
OF BILLY JAMES HARGIS” 


. . a brand new type of record album which combines a 
folksy visit with Dr. Hargis, the best in gospel! music, 
patriotic songs and devotional readings. 

Billy James Hargis is accompanied by Lorin Whitney, 
outstanding organist for Billy Graham in his campaigns of 
the past. Background music on the grand pipe organ with 
musical variations make this album a new experience! 


“SONGS and SAYINGS OF BILLY JAMES HARGIS” 


is recorded in both stereo and long play high- fidelity. It 
features such favorites as ‘By and By’’; “’My Mother's 
Bible’; ‘“No Turning Back’’; ‘‘How Beautiful Heaven Must 
Be’ . . . plus these beloved patriotic songs, ‘‘God Bless 
America’ and ‘Battle Hymn of the Republic,’’ etc. These 
are just a few of the musical selections you'll enjoy when 
you order your album. 


Long Play Hi- cnn 
ae... SOLE ET 


$3.98 
$4.98 


Write today for your copy of ‘SONGS and 
SAYINGS OF BILLY JAMES HARGIS” to 


CHRISTIAN CRUSADE - - Tulsa 2, Oklahoma 























“UNITED NATIONS” (Continued from Page 2) 


ing the subversive activities of members of the Soviet 
Embassy and the United Nations: 


“As of February, 1960, the Press Department of 

_ the Soviet Embassy was distributing Press Releases to 

' almost 7,000 individuals and institutions of the United 

"States, including newspaper editors, business leaders, 

~ radio stations, public libraries, television stations, teach- 

ers, labor leaders, scientists, and ‘leaders in trade and 
commerce. 


“In addition, since January 1, 1959, 30 different of- 
ficials attached to the Soviet Embassy have made, or 
were scheduled to make, 74 public appearances . 

before various groups in this country. Nineteen other 

Soviets attached to the Soviet Delegation to the United 
Nations Secretariat or assigned to Intourist, made, or 
were scheduled to make, 39 public appearances during 
the same period. 


“These public appearances usually involved speeches 
of participation in forums on the part of the Soviet 
officials and were made before various types of groups, 
including high school, college and university groups, 

parent teacher associations, advertisement and civic 
clubs, fraternities, professional associations or clubs, re- 
ligious or cultural groups, travel clubs and community 
‘centers. Some of these were television appearances. It 
is apparent that the Soviets are taking every opportunity 
to spread the gospel of Communism by exploitation of 
the intense desire of Americans to learn more about the 
Soviet Union.” 


The United States, through the United Na- 
tions, is rapidly losing its sovereignty. U.N. 
propagandists assert that the increasing num- 
ber of nations in the United Nations is proof 
of the growth of “democracy” and a major 
contributing factor in the cause of world peace. 
However, they fail to remind themselves and 
others that during the U.N. lifespan, the Inter- 
national Communist conspiracy has grown from 
a slave empire of 200 million to almost 1 billion 
. . . a tragic indictment against the Kremlin 
“peace line” and those gullible egg-heads who 
have swallowed it. 


U.S. VOICE INCREASINGLY STIFLED 


In the United Nations, the U.S. is allowed one vote. 
The Kremlin was allowed three votes, thanks to the 
conniving of Hiss and his cohorts. But in addition to 
this, the Communist conspiracy has the vote of six 
“Captive nations — which gives them nine votes to our 
one. Any statement to the contrary displays an ignor- 
ance of Communist politics. The captive nations vote 
as the Kremlin dictates. 


Since the forming of the U.N., 48 new nations have 
been added, bringing the total to 99 in October 1960. 
Included in recent admissions to the U.N. were 13 new- 
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ly created African nations, most of which were only 
slightly removed from cannibalism, and which have 
strong pro-Communist leanings. Each of these semi- 
civilized states has an equal voice with the United 
States in the United Nations. 


The full portent of this fact can be derived from 
an Associated Press report of October 8, 1960. It said: 


“One of the most striking things about Saturday’s 
General Assembly vote on Red China was U. S. failure 
to win a single vote from 16 new UN members . 
Thirteen of the new countries abstained — that is, took 
neither side. Three backed Soviet demands for action 
toward seating the Peiping regime. Some diplomats 
had privately forecast a political setback for the United 
States, but few if any had predicted that the Africans 
would fail to rally at least a few votes behind the hard- 
pushed U.S. drive to sidetrack the China issue question. 
Western delegates generally had expected that Nigeria, 
a newly independent former British territory, would 
line up in the western camp. It voted on the Com- 
munist side. The others were Mali and Senegal, both 
former French colonies . . .” 


In 1952, 85% of the United Nations mem- 
ber nations voted with United States against the 
admission of Red China to the U.N. In 1960 
only 56% supported the United States position. 
There were 22 abstentions. A change of a few 
of these to the Kremlin’s position would result 
in Red China’s admission and thus accomplish 
a key objective of the conspiracy. Add to this 
U.N. ambassador Stevenson’s remark that the 
Red China admission is inevitable and the Na- 
tional Council of Churches resolution that the 
United States subordinate its will to that of the 
United Nations and you face a landslide toward 
the entire sellout of American sovereignty. 


MISLEADING & HYPOCRITICAL 


The character of the United Nations is essentially 
hypocritical. It has been instrumental in decrying the 
colonialism of Western Nations while fostering in- 
creased Communist colonialism. On November 28, 
1960, British Minister of State, David Ormsby-Gore, 
told the United Nations General Assembly that since 
1939 Britain had granted independence to 500 million 
people while in the same period the Soviet Union had 
incorporated all or part of six countries with a popula- 
tion of 22 million (completing its present colonial rule 
over almost one billion people). This British charge 
brought a quick protest from Soviet Deputy Foreign 
Minister Valerian A. Zorin. Zorin demanded that As- 
sembly President Frederick H. Boland halt what he 
called interference in the Soviet’s internal affairs. Bo- 
land complied and urged all delegates to refrain from 
inflammatory attacks. Of course, attacks are not in- 
flammatory when they are made by Communist con- 
spiracy delegates in the United Nations. 
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Let us look a little further into this question of 
U.N. hypocrisy. During November 1960 the attacks 
against the Belgian government had become so strong 
that Belgium threatened to withdraw from the United 
Nations unless UN officials ceased attacks on their gov- 
ernment. Of course, running concurrently with the at- 
tacks on the Belgian government, were attacks on the 
anti-Communist government leaders and provinces in 
the Congo. An appropriate answer to these attacks 
was given by Minister Munongo of Katanga Province 
in the Congo. Mr. Munongo said: 


“.. . Have the United Nations ever worried about 
the opposition leaders executed in other countries in 
South America? Did the United Nations worry about 
the killing of King Faisal of Iraq? What have the 
United Nations done to protect tens of thousands of 
Balubas in Kasai who were exterminated by Lumum- 
bists? Have the United Nations opened an inquest on 
the poisoning of the leader of the Cameroons in Switz- 
erland? Have the United Nations worried about mil- 
lions of Russians exterminated in Russia? 


“Why didn’t the United Nations protect General 
(Pal) Maleter and Premier Imre Nagy in Hungary? 
Is it not true that the allies in the war allowed their 
friend, General Mihailovitch, to be executed by Tito? 
There is no end to questions like this. Those I have 
put ... to shame the UN, which does not say a word 
when big powers are involved, but likes to enforce 
itself and its pretended authority when it is dealing 
with a small, feeble nation. The UN forgets some 
things, but likes to make hypocritical clamor about 
individuals who are not worth worrying about.” 


These questions, vital to the free peoples of the 
world, demand a satisfactory answer from officials of 
the UN and their apologists both here and abroad. 


Many prominent U.S. and world officials have 
spoken out in violent opposition to the UN. On April 
18, 1960 our newspapers reported, “General Mark W. 
Clark, former United Nations commander in Korea, 
says this country should withdraw from the UN be- 
cause ‘no useful purpose is served by the United States 
being a member.’” 


PROMINENT OFFICIALS VOICE OBJECTIONS 


General De Gaulle said “The United Nations of- 
fers no more than tumultuous and scandalous sessions 
where it is impossible to organize objective debate and 
which are filled with invective delivered by the Com- 
munists and their allies. The result is that in the Congo 
the United Nations carries to the spot its global in- 
coherence. 


“In these conditions France does not see how 
she can take any other attitude toward the 
United Nations — or the dis-united nations — 
than that of the greatest reserve. In any case, 
she does not want to participate either through 
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her manpower or through her finances to any 
current or eventual enterprise of this organiza- 
tion — or disorganization. We hope the day 
will come when common sense will prevail and 
where reasonable nations, seeing where this ex- 
periment has led them, will put this great global 
organization on a new foundation.” 


A nucleus of such a new foundation as suggested 
by General De Gaulle and echoed by militant anti- 
Communists everywhere, is already established. The 
Asian People’s Anti-Communist League held its seventh 
annual convention in Manilla in May of this year. At- 
tending the convention were 19 member nations, in- 
cluding the Republic of China, Korea, Philippines, Thai- 
land, Vietnam, Japan, Australia, and many others. In 
addition, more than 60 delegates and observers from 
35 nations and territories, including many from the 
newly independent African countries, were in at- 
tendance. 


The Asian People’s Anti-Communist League is a 
non-governmental organization established in Chinhae, 
Korea in 1954. It has as its aims the promotion of 
unity of freedom loving peoples of Asia, the further- 
ance of international friendship and the coordination 
of world-wide anti-Communist efforts. 


The United States pays approximately 25% of the 
cost of the United Nations. For this we are receiving 
an ever expanding Communist slave empire, the verbal 
propaganda invectives of the Kremlin and her stooges, 
the ultimate loss of national sovereignty and the Com- 
munist dominated slave camps which will accompany 
our surrender. It is only common sense then to unite 
with free nations who have a common purpose and 
face a common enemy. 





PLEASE NOTE: 

In our Weekly Crusader Vol. 1 No. 31, May 26, 
1961, Page 7, we printed a quotation from another 
publication which read “. . . and identified Party 
member Ralph Bunche were there... .” 

We wish to state that although Bunche has be- 
longed to several Communist fronts, as far as the 
staff of the WEEKLY CRUSADER has been able 
to learn, Bunche has never been identified by any 
reliable informant as a member of the Communist 
Party. 

Although our quotation was an accurate one 
from the source we were quoting, we have never 
seen any proof that Bunche is a member of the 
Communist Party. 

Two illuminating reports have been written on 
Bunche’s Front record. One is an excellent article 
by Harold Lord Varney in the American Mercury 
of May 1956. The other is a 49 page detailed re- 
port by Archibald Roosevelt, son of President Theo- 
dore Roosevelt. Anyone interested in researching 
Bunche’s activities can receive much data from these 
sources. Mr. Roosevelt's address is: 40 Wall Street, 
New York City. 





June 30, 1961 
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